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THE PLACE OF THE JEWISH PEOPLE AND OF ZIONISM IN
BLACKSTONE’S ESCHATOLOGICAL UNDERSTANDING

Blackstone, as did all dispensationalists, considered the Jewish people to be both
the true heirs of biblical Israel and the object of the prophecies that predicted the
restoration of the Jews to the land of Israel. 10 The literal hermeneutics applied to the
Bible by the dispensationalists resulted in the abandonment of the traditional claim
by the Church to be the true Israel and in the recognition of the Jewish nation as still
destined to play a central role in history.

Blackstone considered the Jewish refusal to accept Jesus as the Messiah to have
been a tragic mistake, one that had devastating effects on their fate ever since.!! It
had, he wrote, ‘‘cost them centuries of sorrow.”’'2 Blackstone refers to the Jewish
maltreatment of Jesus as well as to his crucifixion, suggesting that it was because the
Jews had denied Jesus that his first appearance had not brought with it the establish-
ment of the awaited kingdom.!* Nevertheless, although the Jewish people had been
scattered among the nations, he argued, they had not been abandoned by God.* In
the current, sixth dispensation, ‘‘the Christian era’’ or *‘the times of the Gentiles,”
the Jewish people had played a passive role overshadowed by that of the Church.15
The current age, however, was but a *‘parenthesis’’ in the progress of the ages. And
in the very last stage of this era, the Jews had again resumed a majorrole in history, as
demonstrated by the Jewish national revival and the new Jewish settlements in
Palestine. !¢

In Blackstone’s view, the millennial kingdom would be preceded by a period of
seven years, which he termed ‘‘the Great Tribulation.’” The bodies of believers in
Christ would be “‘raptured’’ from earth, that is, they would meet Jesus in the air and
remain with him there until his descent to earth. Once this had occurred, Israel, the
Jewish nation, would undergo a period of turmoil: the time of Jacob’s trouble.!”
The Jews would return to the Holy Land in “‘unbelief ‘* and would establish a state,
but this would not yet be the desired kingdom. Except for a minority persecuted by
their own brethren, the Jews would not accept Christ and would let themselves be
ruled by Antichrist,!® ‘“Then the Lord shall come with His saints down to the earth
and destroy this lawless Antichrist, deliver Israel, who will then look upon ‘Him
they have pierced. . . .” He will judge the living nations and establish His millen-
nial kingdom.’’1° .

In the last dispensation, the millennium, the Jewish nation, or more precisely,
that part of the Jewish nation (about one-third) that would survive the tribulation,
would assume its place as the leading nation on earth, led by the son of David, Jesus
the Messiah.

Blackstone occasionally published articles on Jewish religious themes in the
Jewish Era, a magazine published by the Chicago Hebrew Mission. One finds in
these articles a reflection of some of the ambivalence in Blackstone’s attitude
toward Judaism.20 On the one hand, he believed that Judaism did not offer salvation
and its adherents were doomed. Only in Christianity could Jews find true spiritual
refuge and meaning. On the other hand, Jewish tradition—the beliefs, laws and
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The belief in the particular role assigned to the United States in helping prepare
the stage for the arrival of Jesus was Blackstone’s innovation and contribution to
dispensationalist eschatological belief in America. It became part of premillennialist

conviction in America, and it serves as the background for much of the support
American fundamentalists have offered the Zionist cause.

THE PETITION OF 1891

In 1891, Blackstone organized a petition to U.S. President Benjamin Harrison. In
it, Harrison was requested to take steps to obtain international consent for the
restoration of Palestine to the Jews. The petition was signed by 413 eminent Ameri-
cans: mayors, governors, congressmen, clergymen, judges, journalists, editors and
publishers of leading newspapers and prominent businessmen.?3
Blackstone based his 1891 appeal on the unfortunate condition of the Jews in

Russia, who lived under severe legal restrictions and had recently been subjected to
harassment and mob violence. Although he undoubtedly cared for the fate of the
Jews around the world, Blackstone was motivated, first and foremost, by his pre-
millennialist hopes. Most of those who signed the petition, however, were not
premillennialists, and it was Blackstone’s humanitarian call to solve the problem of
the Russian Jews that elicited such a broad-based response. **A million of exiles, by

their terrible suffering, are piteously appealing to our sympathy, justice and human-
ity,”” declared the petition {see Appendix 1).%°

Blackstone’s call to solve the humanitarian problem of Russian Jews by awarding

them Palestine was couched in political, legal and economic arguments. On the
political and legal level, he pointed out that his scheme had precedents, for new
national states had been created in Europe with international consent and help in the
nineteenth century. If the Congress of Berlin (1878) could decide in favor of the
establishment of a Bulgarian state in what had been Turkish territory, the same
could be done for a Jewish state in Palestine. As for the economics involved,
Blackstone argued, world Jewry would help finance both the settlement of “‘their
suffering brethren in their time-honored habitation”” and compensate Turkey for
“‘whatever vested rights by possession’’ it had in Palestine.

Although he based his plan for the restoration of Palestine to the Jews in large
part on such rational and mundane factors, and although the petition contained no
reference to premillennialist hopes, it nevertheless reflected a strong religious-
biblical reasoning. The Jewish claim to Palestine, it asserted, was based on “*God’s
distribution of nations.’” Blackstone saw it as the duty of ‘‘the Christian nations of
Europe to show kindness to Israel.”” The Christian, biblical appeal of the petition,
which was endorsed by so many notable Americans, reflected, among other things,
the strength of the Bible as a factor in the thinking of Protestant America.

The 1891 petition was an impressive document that stirred a great deal of public
interest at the time. However, the U.S. government did not then take up the cause of
Jewish restoration to Palestine, and Blackstone’s initiative soon faded into obscurity.

Blackstone, however, was not discouraged. He continued trying both to persuade
the American government to reconsider, and also to promote his ideas among
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American Protestants. In 1903, through his efforts, the Methodist Ministers’ Meet-
ing in Chicago issued a resolution that called upon the American government to

accept his plan.

THE 1916 PETITION

In 1916, Blackstone organized the presentation to President Woodrow Wilson of a
new petition concerning the restoration of the Jews to Zion. This petition was
probably more significant than the earlier one because it seems to have had a greater
impact. Whereas the petition of 1891 was Blackstone’s own initiative, he coordi-
nated his efforts in 1916 with the leaders of the Zionist movement in America.3? In
the twenty-five years that had passed between the first petition and the second, great
changes had taken place in American Zionism. It had developed from an insignifi-
cant group of a few dozen proto-Zionists who had little standing in American Jewish
public life into an organization that included many thousands of members, and it
had won the ardent loyalty of some of the most outstanding personalities in Ameri-
can Jewry. Among its members was Louis D. Brandeis, who of all President
Wilson’s Jewish associates was closest to him and enjoyed his esteem. Brandeis
was chairman of the Provisional Executive Committee for General Zionist Affairs>!
until July 21, 1916, when he became a Supreme Court justice. He continued to
serve even then as the honorary president of the Provisional Executive Committee
and remained its actual leader.

American Zionist leaders took an interest in, and responded favorably to, Black-
stone’s pro-Zionist activity. Nathan Straus (the owner of R.H. Macy and an active
Zionist), Stephen Wise (the prominent New York rabbi and Brandeis’s successor as
chairman of the Provisional Executive Commifttee for General Zionist Affairs),
Jacob de Haas (secretary of that committee) and Brandeis himself believed Black-
stone’s work to be of benefit to the Zionist cause. In 19161917, the American
Zionist leaders were engaged in efforts to persuade the American government to
support the Zionist cause, and they were eager to win Christian backing. They thus
approached Blackstone with the idea of undertaking a new appeal similar to that
submitted to President Harrison in 1891.32 In their letters to Blackstone, Straus and
Brandeis urged him to concentrate on collecting Christian signatures for this
petition.33

The Zionist leaders were aware of Blackstone’s premillennialist thinking from his
books and pamphlets.®* In his letters to them, he often discussed his religious
convictions and his eschatological understanding of the role and fate of the Jewish
people.3> He even sent to Zionist leaders premillennialist material that was to be
kept in a safe place and opened when the ‘‘rapture’’ took place.3¢ His forecast that
great turmoil awaited Israel in the wake of that event and that only a part of the
Jewish people would survive the Great Tribulation was thus no secret. At a Zionist
conference held in Los Angeles in January 1918, Blackstone explicitly stated his
belief that those Jews who did not convert to Christianity or did not emigrate to

Palestine were doomed to perish.37
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concerned this time with quantity. That the idea of Eo. restoration of Palestine to the
Jews enjoyed strong support from the American public had already been proven as
ncerned. 4%
wﬁmMHMMMMMOmoM<o than the actual signatures on Eo. E._m petition was the fact EN.:
it. was officially endorsed by major Protestant o:meNm:o.:m and presented to ?o.mﬂ
dent Wilson by these church bodies as a proposal for solving the EoEo.B of F,Sw
suffering. On May 26, 1916, the General Assembly o.m @Mw Presbyterian Church,
U.S.A., adopted Blackstone’s petition as its own HomoE:o: and, mm, MH%F wﬁmosm
ed it to President Wilson, who accepted it *“in a very kindly manner.”’4® A series oQ
ministers’ meetings in Los Angeles, then m_m.owmﬁomowm roﬂﬁoé? also endorse
and adopted his petition, as did the Methodist .Z.::m@m Zoo.cmm of Southern
California on May 1, 1916;*° the Presbyterian ZG;@.@ >mm09m:o: of Los An-
geles on May 8, 1916;°° and the Los Angeles Baptist Ministers Oonmomon.oo on May
1, 1916.5! Blackstone was in close contact with the leaders of these major Protes-
SVE denominations, and the endorsements were toa large .aomaoo a R.mc: of his
persuasion. An illustration of Blackstone’s connections and Emcgo.a with leaders
of mainstream Protestant denominations is the fact that he organized a .@.Sm_
committee made up of distinguished Protestant churchmen .8 present the petition to
President Wilson. The members of the committee were: Bishop J. <<..mmm:moa of
the Methodist Church; Dr. F. M. North, president of the Federal Oocno_‘_ of Church-
es of Christ in America; Dr. Robert E. Speer, secretary of the Presbyterian wom.a of
Foreign Missions; and Dr. John R. Mott, general secretary of Eo.ﬁzﬁoam:ozm_.
Committee of YMCAs. (Dr. Mott received a Nobel Prize for Peace E. 1946 for a
lifetime’s activity in the cause of Christian unity.) When m.EOWmﬁoso H@N:N.oa that he
himself might not be able to participate in the presentation .0m the mocmwz H.o the
president, he authorized these church leaders to do so EWEQ: him. w_mro.w
Bashford, in particular, identified EBMR with Blackstone’s cause and was his
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pated in the Federal Council at the time, including some that did E.x .o:aoao
Blackstone’s petition, among them the Lutheran General mxnoav the Disciples Qn
Christ and the Mennonite Church.) Blackstone’s request, which was brought up in
November 1916, was turned down by the Advisory Council of the Churches of
Christ in America.>* Although many of the church leaders ﬁ.\:.o.mc.w@onoa Black-
stone were not dispensationalists, it seems that Blackstone’s E.Emﬂ.:\o found more
willing and approving audiences among members of n._o:o:::mco:m that were,
in general, part of the Reform tradition and had been Em:.ozooa woé.o%::u\ by
nineteenth-century American revivalism, as was the case with Methodists, Pres-
byterians and Baptists. . o .
Blackstone’s connections with leaders of mainstream Protestantism in America
and his ability to bring many of them and their churches to support the idea Om. the
Jewish restoration of Palestine manifests one difference between the >n.5:ow:
Protestantism of then and that of today. Although the Boaoaaﬂloo:mo.?m:é de-
bate had already emerged, the borderline between liberal and evangelical Protes-
tantism was not yet fully defined early in the century. Blackstone was able to
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establish good connections with the leadership of the established Protestant church-
es in order to make them work for his cause. He had access to the heart of Protestant
America and American culture in general. After the modernist—conservative debate
reached its dramatic climax in the mid-1920s with the Scopes trial, evangelical
Protestantism ceased to be an integral part of the mainstream of American culture,
and it is doubtful if thereafter an evangelical activist could ever have mobilized
liberal denominations to act to such an extent on behalf of his eschatological hopes.
Blackstone was ready to have his petition presented to President Wilson by
October 1916,55 but the Zionist leadership kept him from doing so, claiming that
the time was not ripe for a public presentation and that it should be formally
delivered to Wilson when he could give it his full attention.56
President Wilson not only knew about the petition, but saw it informally a few
times. Blackstone sent him a copy of it for unofficial consideration. Wise had
shown it to him twice “‘unofficially.”’5? Wilson also received the petition with the
endorsement of the three conferences of ministers in California and of the General
Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in the U.S.A. The official presentation of the
petition, however, was constantly delayed, and it never actually took place.®
Blackstone was willing to leave the matter of the public presentation of the petition
to the Zionist Jeadership, claiming that he had ‘‘no personal ambition nor desires in
reference to [it]’’ and that his only concern was that ‘it may accomplish the best
results for the Jewish people in all the world.”’59
It seems that Wilson was hesitant to accept Blackstone’s petition publicly,®° but
he did treat it seriously. He suggested changes that he thought should be made in
it.6! Moreover, if he had considered it an unimportant, eccentric document, he
could easily have given his consent to its presentation. The president of the United
States was used to accepting petitions on various matters, including many he cared
little about. Harrison had accepted Blackstone’s petition solemnly in March 1891,
although he had no intention of carrying out its suggestions. One should note that
the United States was not then in a state of war with Turkey and an official,
ceremonious acceptance of a public demand to deprive the Turkish Empire of part
of its territory probably seemed undesirable to Wilson.52 It was, it seems, at this
time (1916-1917) that he developed a favorable attitude toward the Zionist move-
ment and the idea of a Jewish national home in Palestine, but he did not publicly
state his support of Zionism until September 1918. His pro-Zionist sentiments were
kept hidden from his secretary of state, Robert H. Lansing, and from the State
Department (and the American public), who knew little about Wilson’s attitude and
his consent to the Balfour Declaration. 53 It might be that his hesitation to accept the
petition officially was due to his unwillingness to make his position public.
Although the petition was never formally presented, it nonetheless achieved its
goal. It was intended, as far as the Zionist leadership was concerned, to show
President Wilson that Protestant America favored the idea of the Jewish restoration
to Palestine. Endorsed as it was by the Presbyterian Church and other church
bodies, it served this purpose well. By the summer of 1917, the Zionist leaders were
convinced of Wilson’s support for their cause and saw no need to embarrass him by
publicly presenting the petition. 54
What exact effect the petition had on Wilson is almost impossible to determine.
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The president left no clue as to what .Eﬁ it Emv\aa. in :,7 aoo_.mﬂon to m:,wwonm M__M
Zionist cause. Historians who have written about i__mom S 8_.@. in the oﬂmSm M N
Balfour Declaration were not even m%maoawm Blackstone’s petition and the endors
i i stant bodies.
Bo@mmhmwwwﬂwmhaw Mﬂwﬂwﬂ_oozim:mrmm and the eschatological aommois.m Blackstone
owwammoa in his private dispatches would hardly have ._E.@Rmmo.a.:_a. EM i%mm_
however, a committed Protestant, the mon.% a m.aamvﬁwnmb .5558? w 0m M.
grown up in an evangelical atmosphere. Daily reading of Q,_o Bible was @mﬂ.o is
routine. The Presbyterian Church that endorsed Emowﬁ.ono s Eowo.mm_ was H_m Mﬁn
church. Wilson revealed his Christian mao::m.m concerning the Ho@m: home and in
Palestine twice, though not in public. In a private talk with Rabbi Stephen ﬁ\%o wn
June 1917, he remarked, “To think that I, the son of a manse, msoin._ be a moﬁso
restore the Holy Land to its people.”’¢” In February 1920, i:a.n the issue ﬁw._ M
borders of Palestine was discussed in Paris, a oonomaoa wnﬁaﬁm 5,.08 to H._ mom_
that it would be a betrayal of the promise of :Qﬁmﬁonaoa regarding a Mm SM
Jewish home in Palestine if a decision was reached in favor of mrz:.%on U.S. ers Mﬂ
palestine. Wilson was moved and ordered moﬂa&@ of State rmnmsm ,8 aqooﬁm oM
American representatives in Paris to do their EBo.mH to ,502 wn:aaa.m M@@com . .
However, if religious sentiment :o:uoaﬂu mew@ /M%mms s favorable attitude towar
ioni was careful not to reveal the fact publicly. . .
N_ﬂ_nwwamw:ﬂo:o Mmomoom of Protestant America mm<oRa.m national Jewish .:oBo @”:
Palestine. A pro-Arab Protestant lobby was Oamw.Euoa. in 1919 .mna was wow<ommﬁ the
Peace Conference in Paris. It consisted of B.a.m_onmbom mmmoo_.maa .,SE the vﬁmm
Protestant College in Beirut®® who were committed to Arab :m:.onmwwa and .@68
the idea of an Arab state in ‘‘Greater Syria,” including Palestine. . In their view,
the idea of a Jewish home in Palestine posed a threat to the Arab national hope and,
perhaps, to their own interests in the Middle mmmﬁ. as well. The E.o-\y.a& wm.oﬁommma
group was one of the strongest and most energetic groups lobbying in Paris about
the Palestine issue. One of its influential members was .Q@«o_mna E anmo,.m o_wwn
associate of Wilson who had backed him financially in his election campaign.
Blackstone took no steps to create a lobby to oocnﬂa%&wwoo Eo pro-Arab one.
He continued to write to Wilson and share his opinions with him. .Eoiwéb he
regarded the fulfillment of the Balfour Declaration and the establishment oﬁw
Jewish home in Palestine as a fait accompli and did not see any need to mm,:ﬁ on .:m
behalf.?2 In addition, it should be noted that an examination of Blackstone’s tactics
reveals that they never included an attempt to omg_.u:mr a permanent _ocg. In _moh,
once the petition had been presented, his initiative :mn._ wma.oo_ away; in 1916, e
followed the same path. Although many in the dispensationalist camp were g%:mr
astic about the development of the Zionist movement mwa mwv:.éoa mm w_mowm.ﬁoso.m
activity, no pro-Zionist organization emerged in the dispensationalist camp in this
period. Blackstone acted on his own. S 0
For the most part, Blackstone’s pro-Zionist initiatives were soon mOamon.o:. is-
torians of the Zionist movement, for example, have rarely been aware of E.m efforts
and contributions. A temporary revival of interest in Blackstone took place in 1966.
On the occasion of Israel’s eighteenth anniversary and the .mo<2.:vrm§ anniversary
of Blackstone’s petition of 1891, the America-Israel Society 1n the United States
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organized memorial meetings for Blackstone and trees were planted in Israel in his
memory.

CONCLUSION

William Blackstone’s petitions were the earliest examples of a dispensationalist
attempt to influence the American government to support the Zionist cause. In his
political activity, Blackstone manifested goodwill toward the Jewish people and the
Zionist movement. However, one should not mistake his primary motivation. He
saw in the establishment of a Jewish state in Palestine a means to an end: the coming
of the Messiah and the millennial kingdom. Although he showed concern over the
fate of the Jews, the physical and national survival of the Jewish people was not his
ultimate aim.

In his active promotion of the Zionist endeavor, Blackstone was not immediately
followed by other premillennialists. Although American fundamentalist—premillen-
nialists reacted with great enthusiasm to the Zionist movement and its success, their
support of the movement for many years remained largely passive.

One reason for this was the blow dealt in the mid-1920s to fundamentalism in
America by the famous Scopes trial and its aftermath, which caused the movement
to recede from the public arena.

This reality changed drastically in the 1970s when American fundamentalists
emerged again as a powerful force in American public life. As fundamentalists have
resumed a higher public profile, their favorable attitude toward the state of Israel
has been translated into deeds, and they have become politically active on its behalf.

Although the international political situation has changed radically since 1916—
1917, the current fundamentalist-premillennialist attitude toward Zionism is very
much in keeping with Blackstone’s understanding of the role and place of that

movement in God’s plans for humanity. Today’s fundamentalists, likewise, do not
see the Jewish state in terms of the security and safety of the Jews. Rather, the
establishment of Israel is perceived as merely one step toward the realization of the
millennial kingdom. The existence of the new state is no more than a temporary
stage in the advancement of the eschatological timetable, a vehicle predestined to
prepare the ground for the messianic age.

APPENDIX 1
The Petition of 1891

What shall be done for the Russian Jews? It is both unwise and useless to dictate to Russia
concerning her internal affairs. The Jews have lived as foreigners in her dominions for
centuries, and she fully believes that they are a burden upon her resources and prejudicial to
the welfare of her peasant population, and will not allow them to remain. She is determined
that they must go. Hence, like the Sephardim of Spain, these-Ashkenazim must emnigrate. But
where shall 2,000,000 of such poot people go? Europe is crowded-and has no room for more
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peasant population. Shall they come to America? This will be a tremendous expense and

require years.

Why not give Palestine back to them again? According to God’s distribution of nations it is
‘their home, an inalienable possession from which they were expelled by force. Under their
t was a remarkably fruitful land, sustaining millions of Israelites who indus-
sides and valleys. They were agriculturists and producers as well as a
portance—the center of civilization and religion.

cultivation 1
triously tilled its hill
pation of great commercial im

hall not the powers which under the treaty of Berlin in 1878 gave Bulgaria to the
d Servia to the Servians, now give Palestine back to the Jews? These provinces,
Montenegro, and Greece, were wrested from the Turks and given to
their natural owners. Does not Palestine as rightfully belong to the Jews? It is said that rains
are increasing and there are many evidences that the land is recovering its ancient fertility. If
they could have autonomy in government the Jews of the world would rally to transport and
establish their suffering brethren in their time-honored habitation. For over seventeen cen-
turies they have patiently waited for such a privileged opportunity. They have not become
agriculturists elsewhere because they believed they were mere sojourners in the various
nations, and were yet to return to Palestine and till their own land. Whatever vested rights, by
possession, may have accrued to Turkey can be easily compensated, possibly by the Jews
assuming an equitable portion of the national debt.

Why s
Bulgarians an
as well as Roumania,

We believe this is an appropriate time for all nations, and especially the Christian nations of
Europe, to show kindness to Israel. A million of exiles, by their terrible suffering, are
piteously appealing to our sympathy, justice and humanity. Let us now restore to them the
land of which they were so cruelly despoiled by our Roman ancestors.

To this end we respectfully petition His Excellency Benjamin Harrison, President of the
United States, and the Honorable James G. Blaine, Secretary of State, to use their good
offices and influence with the Governments of their Imperial Majesties—

Alexander III, Czar of Russia;

Victoria, Queen of Great Britain and Empress of India;

William II, Emperor of Germany;

Francis Joseph, Emperor of Austr{o]-Hungary,

Abdul Hamnid I, Sultan of Turkey;

His Royal Majesty, Humbert, King of Italy;

Her Royal Majesty, Marie Christiana, Queen Regent of Spain;
and the Government of the Republic of France, and with the Governments of Belgium,
Holland, Denmark, Sweden, Portugal, Roumania, Servia, Bulgaria, and Greece, to secure
the holding at an early date of an international conference to consider the condition of the
Israelites and their claims to Palestine as their ancient home, and to promote, in all other just
and proper ways, the alleviation of their suffering condition.

APPENDIX 2

The Petition of 1916

WHEREAS the civilized world seeks some feasible method of relieving the persecuted Jews,

and
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§mwm>m we Room.ENo the difficulty of harmonizing the widely divergent races of the
multitudinous population of Russia and other nations, and

WHEREAS the governments of these nations should i
. AL roperly resent i
RS e gvemmens properly resent any foreign interference

WHEREAS n.mow of many nations can consistently point to the others as evidence that the
Jews are not in its dominion alone, oppressed and slaughtered, and

WHEREAS the Jewish question is worldwide and demands an international remedy, and

WHEREAS the asﬁBé&E of the Jews is so fraught with alarming danger in many quarters
of the world that humanity and the Golden Rule demand speedy action, and

&Emwm\ym the Jews, when expelled from Spain, were given an asylum in Turkey and have
mEoo. then, until the breaking out of the present unprecedented war, received such ¢ ,
paratively kind treatment in the Sultan’s dominions as to give mmmE,mbom that some mmam?mmu
ry arrangement can now be made for their permanent resettlement in Palestine, and

WHEREAS a Memorial, copy of which is attached hereto, was presented by Mr. Wm. E
Blackstone, in 1891 to Hon. Benjamin Harrison then President of the United mSHn.m oz:.:nm_
:.ﬁ&ﬁ shall be done for the Russian Jews’’ in which it was prayed that the good maonm f
Ea Government might be used to intercede with the Governments of Europe for an inte .
:o%& conference to consider the condition of the Jews and their right to a home in vm_oﬂﬁw-
an :

émwm\ym. the SBmeEn endorsement of the Memorial by eminent statesmen, clergymen
wE_wnESEmaw m:m_:ﬂﬁf the religious and secular press of our Country, as well as our Bo%
prominent Jewish citizens, cannot fail to emphasize the wisdom of the plan proposed, and

<<Em_NL.m>m E.n records of the State Department at Washington since the presentation of said
Memorial wﬁaozoo the development of a remarkable benign activity on the part of our
Government in behalf of the Jews, and

§mwm>m. we deem Eo imminent outcome of the present sad and destructive war a most
opportune time for calling such an international conference of the Powers

2©<< THEREFORE, we the undersigned, representative individuals, societies, organiza-
tions maa public officers in the United States, most respectfully commend En_ Memorial
aforesaid and the attached letter of presentation and document attached, pertaining thereto, to
the Honorable Woodrow Wilson, President of the United States and officers of our mo<m§-
E.n:r for consideration of the action therein prayed and such measures as may be deemed
wise and best for the permanent relief of the Jews.
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